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Application No. 

10/826,308 


AppHcant(s) 
FUJIWARA ET AL 


Examiner 

Elizabeth A. Bolden 


Art Unit 

1755 




All participants (applicant, applicant's representative, PTO personnel): 




H) Elizabeth A Bolden. 


(3) 




12) Jeffrey Schmidt 


(4) 





Date of Interview: lH' Ol 



Type: a)D Telephonic b)D Video Conference 

c)D Personal [copy given to: 1)D applicant 2)D applicant's representative] 

Exhibit shown or demonstration conducted: d)D Yes e)^ No. 
If Yes, brief description: . 

Claim(s) discussed: aH. 

Identification of prior art discussed: none . 

Agreement with respect to the claims f)D was reached. g)D was not reached. h)E3 N/A. 

Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an agreement was 
reached, or any other comments: See Continuation Sheet 

(A fuller description, if necessary, and a copy of the amendments which the examiner agreed would render the claims 
allowable, if available, must be attached. Also, where no copy of the amendments that would render the claims 
allowable is available, a summary thereof must be attached.) 

THE FORMAL WRITTEN REPLY TO THE LAST OFFICE ACTION MUST INCLUDE THE SUBSTANCE OF THE 
INTERVIEW. (See MPEP Section 713.04). If a reply to the last Office action has already been filed, APPLICANT IS 
GIVEN A NON-EXTENDABLE PERIOD OF THE LONGER OF ONE MONTH OR THIRTY DAYS FROM THIS 
INTERVIEW DATE, OR THE MAILING DATE OF THIS INTERVIEW SUMMARY FORM, WHICHEVER IS LATER, TO 
FILE A STATEMENT OF THE SUBSTANCE OF THE INTERVIEW. See Summary of Record of Interview 
requirements on reverse side or on attached sheet. 



Examiner Note: You must sign this form unless it is an 
Attachment to a signed Office action. 




Examiner's signature, if required 
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Application No. 10/826,308 



Continuation of Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an 
agreement was reached, or any other comments: The Applicant's Representative contacted the Examiner about 
reconsidering the After-Final Remarks now that the missing TD and 1.132 Declaration have been submitted. In addition 
it was discussed that there are portions of the 1 . 1 32 Declaration that are unreadable due to faxing and scanning of the 
document. For this reason the Examiner suggested that the Applicant's Representative email a copy of the Declaration 
to the Examiner so a readable copy be placed in the file. The Applicant's Representative noted to the Examiner that the 
electronic version of the Declaration that would be emailed would be the Draft Copy that did not include some of the 
biographical data of the Inventor and Declarant nor their signature. The Official Declaration filed 26 July 2007 has the 
correct biographical data and signature of the Declarant, the electronic version is meant as a reference to the official 
version . 



Summary of Record of Interview Requirements 

^ 

Title 37 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) § 1.133 Interviews 

The action of the Patent and Trademark Office cannot be based exc.usive, on the wMen record in the Office if tha, recordist 
incomplete through the failure to record the substance of interviews substa nce of an interview of record in the application file, unless 

interview by checking the appropriate boxes and filling in the btante D»cuss»ns eg ? ra ^9 on ^ , f Patent Examin ing Procedure, or poi:. j 
Sulrements for whfch interview recordation s Jf^jovjed fo in ^^^XSim, recordation procedures below. Where the 
out typographical errors or unreadable script in Office actions orthe 2 e '. a ' e rate lntervi ew Summary Record is required, 

substance of an interview is completely recorded in an E*"™"*"™^^ hand portion of the file, and listed on the 

The Interview Summary Form shall be glven^ an WW™^* r Jto, J«J "JJ appl £ ant (or attorney or agent) at the 

The Form provides for recordation of the following information: 

- Application Number (Series Code and Serial Number) 

- Name of applicant 

- Name of examiner 

- Date of interview 

T\mp nf interview (telephonic, video-conference, or personal) 
I attorney or agent. ^'^^S ' ' 

_ An indication whether or not an exhibit was shown or a demonstration conducted 

- An identification of the specific prior art discussed ^rriniion of the aeneral nature of the agreement (may be by 
substance of the interview. 

A complete and proper recordation of the substance of any interview should include J .east the fofiowing applicable items: 
V) A brief description of the nature of any exhibit shown or any demonstrat.cn conducted. 

2) an identification of the claims discussed, 

3) an identification of the specific prior art *scus s «l, substantive na t ure discussed, unless these are already described on the 
4 an identification of the principal proposed amendments of a substantive nature ais 

Interview Summary Form completed by the Examiner, Qvam in«»r 
5) TbSntification of the genera, thrust of the description of the arguments is not 

(The identification of arguments need not be lengthy _J Z\n*Te or thrust of the principal arguments made to the 

desX those arguments which he or she feels were or might be persuasive to the examiner.) 



the examiner. 



Examiners are expected to carefully review the applicant's record of the substance ^ an interview. If the record is not complete and 
accurate. theTxamfner wH^ve the applicant^ extendable one month time period to correct the record. 



Examiner to Check for Accuracy 
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10/826,308 - Word Docs: 1) Draft Dec; and 2) Just Table A 




Bolden, Elizabeth 

From: Schmidt, Jeffrey A. [jschmidt@sughrue.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, August 08, 2007 3:44 PM 
To: Bolden, Elizabeth 

Subject: 10/826,308 - Word Docs: 1) Draft Dec; and 2) Just Table A 
Examiner Bolden, 

Thank you for taking the time to talk with me on the phone regarding the above-noted case. As promised, 
attached are word docs having a more readable Table A as sent in the Declaration filed July 26, 2007. The Draft 
Declaration was modified by the inventor to include his background information, and the second file includes only 
the Table A from the Draft Dec. 

«Table A from Declaration. DOC» «Draft Declaration - 132 (06-08-07). DOC» 

Also, thank you for looking into whether or not you will consider this information at this stage of prosecution. 

Best regards, 
Jeffrey Schmidt 
#41,574 



Jeffrey A. Schmidt 
Sughrue Mion, PLLC 
2100 Pennsylvania Ave. N.W. 
Washington, DC 20037 
Office: 202-663-7420 
Fax : 202-293-7860 
jschmidt@sughrue.com 
www, su ghrue . com 



This message is intended only for the designated recipient(s). It may contain confidential or proprietary information and may be subject to 
the attorney-client privilege or other confidentiality protections. If you are not a designated recipient, you may not review, copy or distribute 
this message. If you receive this in error, please notify the sender by reply e-mail to coordinate retrieval or deletion of this message. Thank 
you. 




SUGHRUE MION, PUC 




8/19/2007 



